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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )E] Responsive to communication(s) filed on 18 September 2007 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)KI This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) E3 Claim(s) 1,3-9,11-17 and 19-24 is/are pending in the application. 
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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) IEI Claim(s) 1 3-9. 11-17 and 19-24 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) Q Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 
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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



In response to the Pre- Appeal Brief Request for Review filed on 9/1 8/2007, the finality of 



rejection is withdrawn. 



2. 



This action is in response to the Amendment filed on 4/5/2007. 



3. 



Currently, claims 1, 3-9, 11-17 and 19-24 are pending. 



Response to Arguments 



4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1, 3-9, 11-17 and 19-24 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 



6. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



Application/Control Number: Page 3 

10/621,902 

Art Unit: 2164 

evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

7. Claims 1, 3-9, 1 1-17 and 19-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Custodio (Publication No US 2003/0182652, effective filing date 03/20/2002) in view of 
Lee et al. (US Patent No 5,745,683 issued on 04/28/1998). 

As to claim 1, Custodio teaches: 

"A method for processing names by a naming service within a data processing system" 
(see Custodio , [0008] and [0047]-[0049] wherein values of file ID, deployment ID, deployment 
path, and so on can be all broadly interpreted as names, and the mapping between file ID (name) 
and its location represents a naming service which resolves a name to its location), the method 
comprising: 

"obtaining an application name that is associated with an application" (see Custodio , 
[0047] wherein a file, for instance an Enterprise Archive (EAR) file, is interpreted as an 
application, and file ID is broadly interpreted as application name); 

"obtaining a deployment name that is associated with deployment attribute that 
characterizes a deployment of an instance of the application" (see Custodio , [0049] for 
deployment ID); and 
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"the deployment attribute is a metadata value that characterizes a manner in which the 
instance of the application is deployed within the data processing system" (see Custodio , [0047] 
for deployment path as deployment attribute). 

Custodio teaches application name (file ID), deployment name (deployment ID) and the 
combination of application name and deployment name to identify an instance of the application 
(using file ID and deployment ID to identify a particular instance of a deployed file). However, 
Custodio does not explicitly teach: 

"generating an application-based name for the instance of the application"; 

"storing the application-based name for the instance of the application in a computer 
storage medium" wherein 

"the application-based name represents a context within a naming system", and 

"the application-based name is a compound name that comprises the application name 
and the deployment name". 

On the other hand, Lee et al. teaches general concepts of a naming system including 
atomic names, generating compound name from atomic names and naming context within a 
naming system (see Lee et al. , [column 7, lines 15-67] and [column 8, lines 1-40]). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Lee et al. into the Custodio ' s system. Skilled 
artisan would have been motivated to do so as suggested by Lee et al. in column 1, lines 63-67 
that a Naming or Directory service is a fundamental facility in any computing system, and in 
. column 2, lines 10-15 that a naming service is usually integrated with another service such as file 
system, database, desktop, etc. In addition, integrating a naming system into the database in 
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Custodier s system to generate application based names based on identification information in the 
database and representing a context within a naming system provides an effective and convenient 
way to manage the deployed files (applications) in environments of the system. 

As to claim 9, Custodio teaches: 

" An apparatus for processing names by a naming service within a data processing 
system" (see Custodio , [0008] and [0047]-[0049] wherein values of file ID, deployment ID, 
deployment path, and so on can be all broadly interpreted as names, and the mapping between 
file ID (name) and its location represents a naming service which resolves a name to its 
location), the apparatus comprising: 

"means for obtaining an application name that is associated with an application" (see 
Custodio , [0047] wherein a file, for instance an Enterprise Archive (EAR) file, is interpreted as 
an application, and file ID is broadly interpreted as application name); 

"means for obtaining a deployment name that is associated with deployment attribute that 
characterizes a deployment of an instance of the application" (see Custodio , [0049] for 
deployment ID); and 

"the deployment attribute is a metadata value that characterizes a manner in which the 
instance of the application is deployed within the data processing system" (see Custodio , [0047] 
for deployment path as deployment attribute). 

Custodio teaches application name (file ID), deployment name (deployment ID) and the 
combination of application name and deployment name to identify an instance of the application 
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(using file ID and deployment ID to identify a particular instance of a deployed file). However, 
Custodio does not explicitly teach: 

"means for generating an application-based name for the instance of the application"; 

"means for storing the application-based name for the instance of the application in a 
computer storage medium" wherein 

"the application-based name represents a context within a naming system", and 

"the application-based name is a compound name that comprises the application name 
and the deployment name". 

On the other hand, Lee et al. teaches general concepts of a naming system including 
atomic names, generating compound name from atomic names and naming context within a 
naming system (see Lee et al. , [column 7, lines 15-67] and [column 8, lines 1-40]). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Lee et al. into the Custodio' s system. Skilled 
artisan would have been motivated to do so as suggested by Lee et al. in column 1, lines 63-67 
that a Naming or Directory service is a fundamental facility in any computing system, and in 
column 2, lines 10-15 that a naming service is usually integrated with another service such as file 
system, database, desktop, etc. In addition, integrating a naming system into the database in 
Custodies system to generate application based names based on identification information in the 
database and representing a context within a naming system provides an effective and convenient 
way to manage the deployed files (applications) in environments of the system. 



As to claim 17, Custodio teaches: 
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M A computer program product in a computer storage medium for use in a data processing 
system for processing names by a naming service" (see Custodio , [0008] and [0047]-[0049] 
wherein values of file ID, deployment ID, deployment path, and so on can be all broadly 
interpreted as names, and the mapping between file ID (name) and its location represents a 
naming service which resolves a name to its location), the computer program product 
comprising: 

"means for obtaining an application name that is associated with an application" (see 
Custodio , [0047] wherein a file, for instance an Enterprise Archive (EAR) file, is interpreted as 
an application, and file ID is broadly interpreted as application name); 

"means for obtaining a deployment name that is associated with deployment attribute that 
characterizes a deployment of an instance of the application" (see Custodio , [0049] for 
deployment ID); and 

"the deployment attribute is a metadata value that characterizes a manner in which the 
instance of the application is deployed within the data processing system" (see Custodio , [0047] 
for deployment path as deployment attribute). 

Custodio teaches application name (file ID), deployment name (deployment ID) and the 
combination of application name and deployment name to identify an instance of the application 
(using file ID and deployment ID to identify a particular instance of a deployed file). However, 
Custodio does not explicitly teach: 

"means for generating an application-based name for the instance of the application"; 

"means for storing the application-based name for the instance of the application in a 
computer storage medium" wherein 
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"the application-based name represents a context within a naming system and 

"the application-based name is a compound name that comprises the application name 
and the deployment name". 

On the other hand, Lee et al. teaches general concepts of a naming system including 
atomic names, generating compound name from atomic names and naming context within a 
naming system (see Lee et al. , [column 7, lines 15-67] and [column 8, lines 1-40]). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Lee et al. into the Custodiers system. Skilled 
artisan would have been motivated to do so as suggested by Lee et al. in column 1, lines 63-67 
that a Naming or Directory service is a fundamental facility in any computing system, and in 
column 2, lines 10-15 that a naming service is usually integrated with another service such as file 
system, database, desktop, etc. In addition, integrating a naming system into the database in 
Custodies system to generate application based names based on identification information in the 
database and representing a context within a naming system provides an effective and convenient 
way to manage the deployed files (applications) in environments of the system. 

As to claims 3, 1 1 and 19, these claims are rejected based on arguments given above to 
rejected claims 1, 9 and 17, and are similarly rejected including the following: 
Custodio and Lee et al. teach: 

"wherein the application-based name comprises the application name and multiple 
deployment names associated with multiple deployment attributes" (see Custodio , [0062] for the 
combination of file ID (application name) with deployment ID and version number wherein 
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values of deployment ID and version number can be broadly interpreted as multiple deployment 
names associated with multiple deployment attributes (deployment ID, version number); see Lee 
et al. , [column 7, lines 20-22] for compound name). 

As to claims 4, 12 and 20, these claims are rejected based on arguments given above to 
rejected claims 1, 9 and 17, and are similarly rejected including the following: 
Custodio and Lee et al. teach: 

"wherein a deployment attribute is selected from the group comprising" (see Custodio , 
[0062]): 

"a deployment identifier, wherein a deployment identifier is a unique identifier associated 
with the deployment operation, wherein the deployment identifier is unique over all deployment 
operations within the data processing system or is unique over all deployment operations for all 
instances of the application within the data processing system" (see Custodio , [0047] and 
[0049]); 

"a version identifier or an edition identifier associated with a version of the application" 
(see Custodio , [0054] and [0062] for version number); or 

"some other identifier for a deployment-associated characteristic or metric" (see 
Custodio , [0062] for release ID, deployment path). 



As to claims 5, 13 and 21, these claims are rejected based on arguments given above to 
rejected claims 1, 9 and 17, and are similarly rejected including the following: 
Custodio and Lee et al. teach: 
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"binding the application-based name to a data object" (see Lee et ah , [column 2, line 1; 
also see Custodio , [0047] for binding between file ID and source file location). 

As to claims 6, 14 and 22, these claims are rejected based on arguments given above to 
rejected claims 5, 13 and 21 , and are similarly rejected including the following: 
Custodio and Lee et al. teach: 

"relating the data object to a context for an application server" (see Lee et al. , [column 8, 
lines 1-12]). 

As to claims 7, 15 and 23, these claims are rejected based on arguments given above to 
rejected claims 5, 13 and 21, and are similarly rejected including the following: 
Custodio and Lee et al. teach: 

"resolving the application-based name to a previously bound data object" (see Lee et al. , 
[column 2, line 2]). 

As to claims 8, 16 and 24, these claims are rejected based on arguments given above to 
rejected claims 1, 9 and 17, and are similarly rejected including the following: 
Custodio and Lee et al. teach: 

"wherein an application comprises a plurality of application modules, wherein each 
module is associated with a module name, and wherein each module is associated with an 
application-based name based on its module name" (see Custodio , [0037]). 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Phuong-Thao Cao whose telephone number is (571) 272-2735. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 AM - 5:00 PM (Mon - Fri). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Charles Rones can be reached on (571) 272-4085. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 



information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



CHARLES RONES 
SUPERVISORY FWTENT EXAMINER 
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